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upen the continent to unite with her in resubjugating her
rovolted colonies in Amerion, snd it was equally well
known that Evgland was averse to it. It was well known
that, beside grave political considerations, large commer-
cial relations had grown up between England and those
republics which forbade the assent of England to any such
intervention, g

2 E:-lg.:lllhi felt herself in this position: If Ler continen-
tal allies vielded to the invitation of Spain, and united
with Loy to resubjugnte the colouies, itwould involve Eng-
land inevitably in s war with those ollies; and thus, |
though Pogland was stimulated by her subjects to recog-

nise the independence of the South American States, the |
Government was deteyred, and hiesitated, beeause it might |
drive her iuto a war with the whole continent of Europe; |
and this recognition Mr, tush had made a conditiou pre-

codent 1o any setion on kis part towards the concerted

declarntion. Bventually the subject was dropped between

them, on the ground, as set forth by Mr. Cunning, that |
My, Rush had no powers. 8o muchis dne to the history

of that vocasion, to show that the United States as a Gov-

ernment never invited the co-operation of England in the

matter; that when the proposal was asscnted to in the

modified form admitted by Mr. Rush, it was assuqml by

him as Lis act, snd without autbority from Lis Govern-

ment, and that it was never subse uently confirmed 'u_y
his Government. He, as a matter of course, connnuni-
cated to his Government immediately and fu}ly all that |
took place ; and in one of his letters, from which 1 quote
an extract, ho told the Sccretary of State this:

“ Should the issue of things be different, and events, not- |
withstanding, urise threatening the peace of the United Siates,
or otherwise seriously to affect their ifiterest in any way, in
eonspgucnce of auch a declaration by me, it would still rewalin |
fur the wisdom of my Government to disavow my conduct, as |
it would munifestly have been without its previous warrant.” |

Now, 1 think I have shown in the first place that the
true line of American poliey of avoiding foreign alliances
was not departed from in that instance; and, mmul!y,{
that the Government of the United States not only pre-
ceded England, but preceded all other Powers im recog-

nising first, and alone, the independenge of the South | 00y 1o prevent injustice to the wemory of the great | tigation and report of that committee fully and
Awmerienn colonies. These propositions [ may assuine 0 | jo0qpt0d statesman whose not it was ; to disclaim extend- | exonerates the Secretary of the Treasury from
'| ing his language beyond itstrae import and its true mean- |

be established. i

I come now to the question: to what issue was this
declaration of Mr. Monrde dirceted ! With a very limited
knowledge of the practices of Govermnents in their rela.
tions towarde esch other, but with some kuowledge of
buman affaire and human conduct in the relations of the
world, I apprehend that no prineiple can be more impor-
tant to be maintained than that d8larstions made, or
positions essumed by the Puwers of the world to regulate
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¥ loose interpretation beyond their legiti-
mate scope and meaning. W iat, then, was the state of
things to which this declaration by Mr. Monroe was di-
rected ! - Why it was this, and this alone: It was the
imminext!y threntened intervention of the allied Powers
of Europe 1o enforce on the coutinent of America, in the
affuirs of Spain and her colonies, their continental sys-
tem—**legitimacy.” It was directed to that, and con-
fined to that, as I think I can show by a very few histo-
rical references.

Was that intervention threatened? The first picce of
evidence 1 shall advert to on that point is a declaration
made by Mr. Brougham, in the House of Commons, in
1824, referring to the position of this Spanish question
in the preceding year, as follows:

" '“f ‘ham then proceeded to state, as an indisputable
tact, thi
Alexander,

F
that if the King of Spain would throw off the con-
; o[ setrers by which he was trammelled, he would assist
hiny vering his transatlantic dominions.””

At that time Louis XVIIL. had been restored to the
throme of France hy the allied Powers. ' Ferdinand of
Spain, of the same family of Dourbons, was upon his
throne, it was true; but he was fettered by the constitu-
tional Cortes, who hnd attempted to engraftupon the Spa-
nish mor.rehy the free institutions of a representative
Governwent. The King of France had marched one hun-
dred thousand men into Spain to set him free. The King
Spain was calling upon bis allies to come to his aid.
rences were going on; notes were being constantly
nged, as the diplomatic history of the times show,
between the Spanish ambassador at Paris and the ambas-
sadur® of the other European Powers at that court; the
great end and objeet of which was to bring about a Con-

| Amerien iu the lEeeeh or message of the
| United States to

divand had been promised by the Emperor |
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vhjeet of upholdi: e priuciples of onvERr and LEGITINACY,
the subversion of which, unee commenced in America, would
presently communieate to Europe; and that they will ald him,
b the same time, in re-establishing penco between this divi-
sion of the glube and its colonies.” i

The invitation was based upon a mutual recoguition by |

those sovereigns of a concerted duty to acknowledge no
Governments but such us were based on hereditary and
legitimate descent. o fir, the obligations of this alliance
had been confined to the continent of Europe, With its
operation there Mr, Monroe disclaimed all purpose of in.
terference, but protested agninst its extension to either
continent of America, #s ** the manifestation of aun un-
friendly disposition towards the United States,” and
“ dnngerous to gur peace and safety,"”

That message effected its object. Ituverted the threat-

| eneil interposition; and in proof of it we have, first, the

brond fact that they never did in se; thut the invita-
tion of Spain was declived. The allied Powers never came
to her aid.  We have, secondly, the high testimony borne
to the *fact by Mr. Brougham in the British House of
Commond in the succeeding year, (1824,) when he used
this langunge :

“ The yuestion with regard to South Ameriea,” =aid Mr.
Brongham, ** wae now, he believed, disposed of, or nearly so:

| for an event hud reeently happened, than which no event had

ever dispersed greater joy, exultation, and gratitude over all

| the free men of Europe: that event, which was decisive on

the subject, was the language held with respeet to Bpanish
resident of the
ongress.”

I shiall not detain the Senate longer. Al that I desired
to do was to show, first, that there was nothing to be
found in the history of this occasion showing any depar-
ture from the established policy of this Government to
1efeain from all foreign alliances whatever; aacr:ndl.y,
that the declaration of Mr. Monroe was guarded in its
terms, and was designedly confined to the occasion then
existing—the appreliension that the Powers of l:‘.urop‘tz
would endeavor to establish their * continental system
upon the continent of America.

[ had o further object: to call upon the Senate and the

g You may establish a principle, if you please, that
] Et?ropean Powers shall not e permitted to do this, that,
| or the other, on this continent; but establish it as your

own principle, and vot as Mr. Monroe's. The act of M.

Monroe was eoufined to a single object : the prevention

of the intervention of the allied Powers of Europe to re-

store the colonial possess of Spain on this continent,

because a8 IV - of thusis sotabiishied
dojrmn omfegﬂ;:q “Kkings, 3 :
There cun be no doabt that if the United States had

not, by the message of Mr. Monroe, in December, 1823,
made such a declaration, England would have been driven
to do from necessity what the United States had done from
choice. The people of England would pever have per-
mitted their Government to stand by indifferently and see
the continental policy established between Spain and her
colonies on the continent of Ameriea. Dut the fact re-
mains, that the United States went into it alone and in
advance,

The invitation of the 26th of December, 1823, given by
the Bpanish Minister to the various European Powers to
come to the resene of Spain, was of course made known
to England, thoogh the invitation was not addressed to
her. Tt was understood that there was to be this meeting
of the allied Powers upon the continent of Europe, to which
England was not invited ; but when it came to her knowl-
edge, Mr. Canning iinmediately gave them to understand
that such an act on the part of the sllied Powers would
be instantly followed by a recognition of the independence
of South America on the part of Englaud.

All that I have wished to attain on this subject is to
show that the doctrines of Mr. Monroe, adverted to by the
honorable Senator from Michigan, and embraced in his
resolution, was confined to a single issue, and that issue
was the intervention of the allied Powers of Europe be-
tween Spain and her colonies, in order to establish their
continental system, and to insist, as I do imsist, that,
taking it as the doctrine of Mr. Monroe, we caunot ex-
tend it one hair's “readth beyond that. We may estab-
lish & new doctrine if we please, but that will not be the
Monroe dootrine.

In the same message of 823, Mr. ){unro:declmd, as

gress of the allied Powers, to take into consideration the
coudition of the Spanish throne, and to restore its legiti-
mate rule both at home agd in Spanish Ameriea.

home. Mr. Canning told Mr. Tlush, as the latter reports,

in the course of the conversations which took place be- |
tween themn on the subject to which I have alluded, that |

‘*he had received notice of mensures being in projection
* by the Powers of Europe relative to the affairs of Spanish
* America, as soon as the French succeeded in their mili-
‘ tary movement agaiust 8

England knew perfectly well that the occasion was im-
wminent. There was every reason to believe that the allied
P'owers of Europe would rally around Spain, {or the pur-
pose of resutjugating her colonies. England knewnot only

, that she could not unite with them, bat that she must re-

sist them ; and, whenever that resistance was made, she
would be involved in 8 war with the wliole contisent of
Eurgpe.

This state of things led to the invitation which Mr. Can-
ning gave w Mr, Rush. The lstter assented to it, but
upon terms which Englund was not at once prepared to
adopt—a previcns ition of the Independence of the
Republics—and the whole matter was then, as a matter
of course, communieated by Mr. Rush to his Government.

It must be remembered that the interview spoken of by
Mr. Rush took place in August, 1823. In December,
1828, President Monroe made his anoual communication
1o Congress which contained the famous protest which has
been 5o often quoted. What was the protest? We shall
ﬁ_ml. on looking back to it, that it was made in the most
circumspect and guarded manner, and confined to s sin-
gle purpose. Every word scems to have been weighed,
and its expressions sedulously guarded. Here is his lan-
guage :

“ We owe it, therefore, to candor, and to the amicable ro
lations exigting between the United Blates and those Powers,
to doclare that we should consider any attempts on their part
to extend their gystem to any portion of this hemisphere ue
dangervus to our peace and safety.”

* To extend their system to any portion of this hemi-
sphere.” What system ! Why, I.I:e system by which
those Powers of Continental Europe had been banded to-
gether—the system which recognised none but a legiti-
mate throne, and which bound the sovereigns to each
other to protect each in his throne, because it was legiti-
mate. That is the system, as I shall have occasion pre-
sently more fally to develop, against which Mr. Mouroe.
prnw-.tie-l. Again, in o further paragraph, the message
proceeds:

“ With the existing colonies or dependencies of any Euro-

poan Power we have not interfered, and shall not interfere. |

But with the Governments who bave declared their inde-
t;-.::‘l- nee, wod maintained it, and whose independence we
ave, on great consideratipn and on just principles, scknow.
Yedged, we eould not view'nny interposition for the purpose of
Oppressiog them, or controlling in any other manmer their
destiny, by any European Pawer, in any other light than as
the manifesiation of un uafriendly dieposition towsrds the
United Staies.”

He then went on ta speak of our policy in regard to r
Europe. It was one of disconnexion and alienation. He |
referred to the system of the allied Powers on the conti-
neut of Europe, and concludes us follows :

“Bat, in regard to these eontinents,
eminently and conspicuously different. It is impossib
the aliied Powers rEuuid extend their ;m'lir.i:n’l.":sueil::.‘:‘n“ i
portion of either continent, without an-lun;rrin-g our pvnril
and bappiness; nor eam any one believe "
brethren, if left to themselves, would ade
necord,

tircumstances are |

Mz |
Brougham says that this had been promised by the Empe- |
ror Alexaunder, upon condition that the King of Spain |
would free himself from the constitutionnl government at |

an additional peliey by this Government, that the Ameri-
cancontinents were not thereafter to be considered as fit
suhjects for European colonization. 1 do not mean to go

the same message of 1523, but it was connected with a

do not mean to go into that now, though I shall prebably
| have oceasion to do £o0 some time before the debate closes.
| e ————

NEW ZEALAND.

In a rocent number of the Courier des Etats

pain.” \ Unis we find some remarks relating to this region

| which we bave regarded as worthy translation and
a place in our columus.

into that now. Itis true that enunciation was made in |

SPEECH OF MR. STEPHENS,
OF GEORGIA,
In Defence of Me. Corwin against the @harye of
being Ilf'])f:'njlfﬂl.\‘j‘ connected with the Gardiner =

House or Rerresextamives, Jaxvany 18, 1853.

The House having under consideration the motion to
recommit the bill to prevent frauds on the Treasury—

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgin, said : The bill under con-
sideration, Mr. Speaker, is reported by the select com-
mittee of this House appointed to in the Gardiner
eluim. 1 do not see any connexion which it has with the
business submitted to that committee. It seems to be
before the House anomalously. 1 suppose it must have
got here by unanimous consent, The committee certainly
| had no suthority from this House to report it. 8o far as
| the bill, therefore, is eoncerned, I shall treat it as an in-
dependent measure before this House, as if reported by
any individual; and I shall not connect its merits with
the investigation of the Gardiner claim, for I see no lo-
| gitimate connexion between it and the l'nﬂ&st to

thut committee for investigation. The I believe, is
in substance the same as one introduced into the Senate
by o SBenntor from North Carolina, (Mr. Ba ) In
the remarks which I shall make upon its m 1 shall
necessarily, in noticing the topies of discussionwhich it
has given rise to, introduce some of the subjects
| the gentlemen have alluded to in the progress of the de-

bate. The gentleman from Ohio, %l: Oups)) for in
stance, who, [ believe, addressed ommitee first
upon this subject, and whose speech is reported| for the

first time in the Globe of this morning, seems to pon
the report of this bill by that committee as coifi
bis original remarks in relation to the Secretart
Treasury, (Mr, Corwin.) I do not so consider it
not consider that there is any thing in the reportof the
commitiee which can justify such an inference.
| this oceasion to state to this House that I think théin

proper counexion with the Gardiner claim which §e gen-
| tleman from Ohio (Mr. Oups) secmed to ent the
opinion or suspicion that he held. I notice the fi
in the report of the gentleman’s remarks; and I
briof upon this point:

“Mr. Bpenker, I will not say that at the timo I offded the
resolution culling for this committee of investiga t 1
tuwd not o settled convietion vpon my misd that © i
hivve hawwoy O ol least have atmn;fy suspected. the frandn-
leat character of this claim. That convietion has nut been
changed but greatly confirmed by the evidence reported by
the committee. But, sir, notwithstanding these convictivns, 1
had no purpase of muking any such chargetn the resolution,
knowing the utter impossibility of provings man's thoughts
or impressions. Nothing in the language ¢ the resolution, or
in the remarks with which T sccompanicdihie resolution, can
be construed into such a charge.”

Now, sir, I have the remarks of thegentleman as made
| before this House, in which he says : !
| “Through the investigation of Congres their Galphinism
| bus been expased ; and Crawford, loadedwith the execrations

of the American people, hna received hispassports to perpe-
| tual infamy. “But Corwin still remains wwhipped of justice.
| True, sir, his paw and plice inthe fraud is loaded
with irons, and ie branded by public sentinent ns o perjurer
ainl forger; but the master woving epiritthe head and brains
in the fraud, through the negligence of his House, is still
permitied to control the Treasury of the laited States.”

Mr. Orps.  That is a quotation froma speech made in
July upon entirely another question, ix which I referred
incidentally to the Galphinism of thecountry. It had
no gonnexion with this resolution whativer.

Mr, Srernexs. These were remarksmade by the gen-
tleman in connexion with this subjest Is he prepared
ankbcrore the House to say that he tates this expression
bagk ¥

Mr. Orps. No, sir. I say that thv remarks I made
at the time I offered this resolution shuw that T intended
to make no such eall upon the House pr investigation.

Mr. Strrnexs. Then, if the gentlman does not take
| them back, or modify them, he shoult make them good.
| They were remarks made by him inthis House aud to
| the country before this committee wis raised, as one of
| the reasous for raising the committes, though they may
| not have been made at the time the gpmmittec was order-
|ed. Now, then, the gentleman ougit either to sustain
| this chiarge before she House, or molify it. I must con-
sider it as a part of the remarks mafe by him which in-

h \ : . duced the House to raise the commitee. This was the
different matter, and asserted in a different manner. 1|

gist of the accusation. It is mot ny purpose at all to
discuss the merits of the Gardiner chim ; that is, whether
| it was founded in justice, or whether it was a fabrieated
fraud from beginning to énd. Thatwas not even before
the investigating commitiee, I am free to state, how-
ever, from reading the report of ths investigation eare-
fully, I concur with the other gentlenen, thatmy impres-
! sion is thet it is fraudulent. Dut tie subject referred to
that committee to investigate, aud vhich, so far as their
report is concerned, is now before tae House, is his (Mr.
| Corwin's) “* improper” connexion with the claim ; because

| The recent discovery of rich beds of gold in Australia | the very resolution offered by the gentleman, and passed

(the writer in the Courier says) attracts sttention to the
By the occupation of the | 4

other islands of the Pacifie.

by this House, stated that—

“ Whereas a sirong suspicion rests wpon the public mind
at fraudulent claims have been allbwed by the late Mexican

Marquesas, and by assuming the protectorate of Tahiti, | Claim Comwission, with one of which it is ruspseted that

Fraxcx has obtained s sure footing in these latitudes.

But Eogland, on ber part, long since preparea wmere n |
If | this House, be sppuinted by the Speaker wiﬂt’ﬂlg eall the

permanent estahlishment by colenizing New Zealand.
we way credit the English writer, the three islands which
hiave received this name are destined to become an indus-
trious and commercial centre, and *‘to sceupy the same
place in the Southern séas that Great Britain occupies in
the Northern.” However this may be, England has in a
few years succeeded in rendering scoessible this country,
which we knew only by tragieal histories, the adventures
of the Dutch navigator Tasman, the treachery of the na-
tives toward Cook, or the massacre of Capt. Marion.
Situnted on the other side of the equator, in the same
latitude as Naples, and at some days’ voyage from Ans.
tralis, New Zealand offered wonderful advantages to Eu-
ropean colonists. Its extent is almost equal to” that of
Great Britaiu., The climate, tempered by the vicinage of
the sen, is fuvorsble to the raising of cattle and to the
cultivation of sll the products of warm countries. The
%0il, watered by navigable rivers, is fertile and woody,
| Copper is taken from it in abundance, and very recently
| conl has been found almost at the surface. DBut, to re-
I verse the medal, the inhabitants are intractable, ferocious,
snd in fuct snthropophagous, (cannibal.)
| Itisnot fully and generally understood what New Zoa-
| land has become in the hands of the English. England
| wisely encournges in all parts of the globe the enterprises
and establishments of her own people. Twelve years
since private societies were organized st London for the
colonization of New Zealand. The Government first pro-
tected them and then absorbed them. Tt did every thing
to increase emigration, and especially to facilitate the
possage of useful emigrants; and it sometimes even took
upon itself the whole expense of their transportation.
Centres of colonization were soon formed in New Zealand,
roads were opened, the soil was cleared, and cities arose :
Aunckland, the capital, the residence of the Governor;
Wellington and New Plymouth, in the Northern Island ;

and Nelson, Canterbury, and Otogo, in the Central Island. |

Some of these settlements aré composed of from six to

“ It is equally impossible, thorefore, that we should behold ! cient to keep in awe the 120,000 natives of the interior of

sach interposition in any form with indifference,”

As [ road this matter, the true history of the ocoasion
was this: There was imminent reason to believe that the
Powers of Continental Europe would come to the aid of
Bpain to resubj
independent, and admitted to be so by the United States.
Eogland, conscious that when the time came s necessity
would be imposed upon her to interpose, had not yet in-
terposed. e United States had scknowledged the in-
dependence of the South Ameriean Gevernments, in 1822,
England had not yet done so in August, 1523, when the
conversation from which I have took place between
Mr. Rash and Mr. Canning ; and when Mr. Rush pressed
it upon England, ns a preliminary to the proposed union,
that England should recognise their jindependence, the
matler was waived on the part of the British Secretary,
and theswhole aflnir was communioated to the Government
of the United States by our Minister,

What followed?  The Government of the United States | lington Independent,”
took that step singly. which it had been proposed on the | « ¢
overnments
It was n declaration made ngainst |

part of the British Government that the two
should take jointly.
the purpose, on the part of the allied Powers, to bring
their ** political system”’ to this continent. 1t was narrow-
ed and confined to that, and that alone. Did it have
ite effect?! I will tell you what followed.

In December, 1823, as 1 find in looking at the politieal
history of the day, s formal request wus made by the
Government of Spain to certain of the allied Powers to
carry into execution that pu against which the pro-
test of Mr. Monroe was directad —a request to those
Powers w would aid Spain in re-establishing her
Ieyitimate ty

Amerion. Here it ie. Itis a letter from the Prime Min.

ister of the King of to his Muajesty's Ministers nt ‘
Paris, St | , and Vienna, dated December 20, |

1824, in these words
* His Majesty, confiding in the sentiments of Lis allics,
hopes that they will aedist bim in accomplishing the worthy

over the revolted colonies of Spnnish |

the islands,
The natives, whom travellers represent as resl canni-
bals, have, like the soil, felt the influence of cultivation.

have been converted to christianity. These know how to
| read and write ; they cultivate theie fields or work at trades,
carry on busimess in the little vessels which belong to
them, wear elothes from London, and—who would believe

t?-—there are some who regularly buy and read the morn. |

ing newspaper! Wherever the English [but more uni-

ft"“”i; the Americans] attempt an establishment, they
‘:‘“"-" intely issue o newspaper. We need not therefore
. nur;-n-f-i to find some of them at New Zesland. We
: v:llnn'u:-mu-n thfr “lhovernment Giazette,” nt Anckland ;
the * Boutliern ( rous,'" the  New Zealander,” the ** Wel-
f'!u' ‘“Nelson Examiner,” and the
*hich vie in celebrating the virtaes
! the future greatness of the colony.
Boogion w the “xaggerations of British pride on
| helnu - ‘:e nevertheiess find the wealth of New Zen-
| « sta y ine u ¢ £ '
i Innm:';m nrl i-::" Feasing by the influx of rich emigrants.
| were 898 mad tx 1are s bought farme; in 1850 there
| were 828; and in 1851, ;03
| The exportation by the ¢ilon
tals, and timber did not amount ¢ 6 s
; it to one mill f
$200,000) in 1846, 1t arose in 1950 15 220,000 Foge
and in 1851 to 3,200,000, VAT g
These developments give progag
| considernble. N

Littleton Tll‘m:n_"
| of the natives an
| Leaving out of vie

¥ of provisions, wool, me-

¢ of others still more

| Tur Honse * warranted to stand wiih

| muti bought st auction the other day, |
the purchaser, with the goaranty

| ™ thout whipping."—Boston Powt,

oul tying,” which &
# offered for sule by
that “he will non move

Thowmas Corwin, Secretary of the Treasury, has been inpio-
jerly eonnected : Therefure,
" dtcscleed, TUAL B commiTied, consisting of five mesabeir of

| faets wuchiog the connexion of the mid Thomas in, the
present Secretary of the Treasury, with the said Gardiner
eluim; what fee, if any, be was to receive for his services as
agent or counsel fur sald Gardiner; what interest, if ary,
sther than his fee interest, he purchased and held, either di
directly or indireetly, in said claim, and the amount paid, or
stipulated to be paid therefor, and condition of such purehase :
st what time he censed to net as the counsel or agent of said
Gardiner; to whom and for whal eonsideration he dispoced of
s fee iuterest; to whom and for what considerstion he dis-
posed of bis one-foarth interest in suid olaim.”

The only question, therefore, so far as the report of that |

| committee is concerned, is, whether the of the
| Treasury was improperly oconnected with the elaim of
| which there was a suspicion of fraud attached to it. That
| i= the only question.
the committee, raised at the instance of the gentleman
from Ohio, sufficiently.show to us and to the country that
| there was no improper connexion st all on the of the
fecretary of the Treasury with the clsim® The gentle-
man from Uhio sttempts to argue not ; snd the whole of his

| epeech seems (o be n sort of censure upon the committer |

| that was raised at his own instance ; st least it so struck
|me. le seemed to be grumbling st their conclusion.
| What is that conclusion of the committee on the real point
{iniswue! Here is their langnage :
| “No testimony has been adduced befors the commirtes
proviog, or tendiog to prove, that the Hon. Thomas Corwin
had any knowledge that the claim of the said Gardiner wus
fraudulent, or that false testimony or forged papers had been,
or were to be, precured to sustain the same.

The testimony before the committee shows conclusively
that Mr. Corwin had mno interest whatever in this claim
after he became Becretary of the T 7 and the com-
mittee sny thut there is no evidence sho “or tending
to show,” that even a8 & priate citizen, m
an attorney, he knew uny thing st all of the fraud, There

reported this bill. Now, it is to that

speak briefly, because this bill was not reported by

e case before them. 1 do not intend to let the
| man escape in this way. [ eall the attention of the

| sury, had been iinproperly connected with this elaim—as

that our Southern | Seven thousand inhabitants, and the entire European po- | wos intimated _in the original ehnrge—there would have
WL it of their own | pulation is now about 40,000 souls, & number fully suffi- | been no necessity at all for any special bill to resch bis

| delinqmufyo.

| Bir, the founders of our Government, in one of the first
| nets passed byCongress after the ization of the (o~
| vernment, sulficiently protected the ry of the Uni-
| ted States in this particular. If Mr. Corwin acted impro-

te her colonies in South America, then According to the English official documents, many of them | perly, you need pass no new law for others ; you can now

| prosecute him, and visit upon him the punishment he de-
| I oall the attention of the House to the act creating the
Trensury ent in 1780, to show that there 7. no
| neceusity for this bill to meet any future case similar th'
that then before the committee. 1 read the eighth see-
| tion of that act:

“8ac. 8, And bedt further enacted, That no person "
!«l to any office instituted by this aot shall, l.iiff:t'fl}f.:;‘p::ﬁ‘
| rectly, be conoerned or interestod in currying on the business
| of trade or commeres, or be owner, in whole or in part, of any
| son vggeel, or purchase by himgelf or another in trust for him
| any pblio Innds or other publie property, or be concerned in
| the purohase of of nny public securities af nny State,
or of the Uniied States, or take or apply to his own use, or
| emolument, mrln. for negotinting or Lransacting any busi-
| nerx In the said Department, other than what shall he allowed
| by law ; and if any person shall offend ngaiust any of the pro-
| bibitions of this aet, he shall be deomed gth; of u high mis-
| demeanor, and forfeit to the United States the nalty of

three thousand dollars, and shall, upon convietion, E: remoy-
ed from office, and forever thereafler incapable of holding any
| office under the United States,” &e.

Bir, if Mr. Corwin, as Becretary of the Trensury, was
| “ improperly connected” with this clnim against the
| Treasury, ns ¢ here in o Inw of the country that
| has been in existence since 1789, under which you ean
| proceed against him, and by which you can not only dis-
| plwce him, but him forever. If, therefore, the

committee undertook to recommend this bill to meet Mr.
‘ Corwin's ease, 1 beg to inform them, and the gentleman
| from Ohio, that their work is but an set of SUDOPOroga-
tion. Here is a law quite sufficient for them or him to
| nct upon. "ﬁ ohjeet, sir, is to disconnect t}is bill, upon
which ['in to speak hereafter, entirely from the mat-

Well, sir, does not this report of |

vooation as |

is nothing, then, connecting Mr. Corwin with
the claim. Dut, says the gentleman, the MM“ l
point that I wish to |

| i ouse | sation nor charged any.
[ to this fact, that if Mr. Corwin, as Secretary of the Trea- | ed any pay for business which I here sttend to before

| werves ; you need not let him pass from defeot of the law. |

- -

* [ premise a few remarks npon the facts reported by that

while he was & Senator of the United States, was employed
as an attorney before the Board of Commissioners o ad-

claimant, and that he also toek an interest by assigument
in hisclaim. Those facts are admitted, '.ﬂl,t eman
from Tennessee (Mr. Jounson) argued y y that it
was malum in se ; that it was wrong in itself for a member
of Congrees to a ag an attorney for fee or reward
before any such tribunal, Is that gentleman right in that
position?  1f he is, Mr. Corwin did something wrong in
itself, and deserves censure, lfnmlho is certainly above
the reproach of even the most fastidious in what he did.
Let us refer to our history on this subject. Every gen-
tleman who hears me knows that it js usual, and has been
from the beginning of this Government, for Senators and
members of this House to appear ns counsel for foe and
rewnrd, or compensation, before the Supreme Court of
the United Btates, to appear before any of the courts of
the Unibn, and before commissioners appointed to adjudi-
cate cluims similar to these, before just such tribunals as
this was. Nay, more: 1 believe that, even anterior to
our Revolution, Dr. Franklin did not consider it malum
in se to reeeive fees and not as agent for several of the
colonies before the proper departments of the govern-
ment of the mother country, t Britain. He was the
regular agent, first of Pennsylvania, then of Massachu-
soits, and of Georgia, perhaps others of the colonies. I
muintain, therefore, that there is nothing in the thing

- | itself which, by the general cousent of our countrymen,

even the wisest and the bestis or has been considered
wrong, in acting as counsel or attorney or agent for proper
compensation in such a capacity. 1 believe it is u his-
torical fact that, after the Jay treaty, there was a com-
mission instituted for the adjudication amd settlement of
claims provided for in that treaty, and that the sblest at-

torm;fvs in the conntry ot that time appeared before the
hoard thus constituted; amongst them members of
Congress.

Again, nt the close of the last war with England, under
a convention, a similar board was constituted. The cele.
brated Mr. Pinckney, of the State of Maryland, o distin-

uished member of this body—an honor to his State, an

nor to his country—a man whose eloguence wag
haps never surpassed—a man whose integrity never was
questioned, so far as T know ; he, sir, appeared, as I am
informed, before that commission, and argusd important

_cases a8 attorney for parties in interest. Who ever heard
his conduct questioned? Who ever heard an imputation
“east upon his character for thus ndvoecating the rightsof
those who sought the aid of his legal counsel? I give
him as one instance among others. But further still: 1
have a paper before me, from which it appears that the
Hon. George M, Dallas, while he was Vice Prosident of
the United States, received fees for prosecuting, with
others, u elaim before one of the departments; others
were engaged with him in the same case, members of
Congress, of the highest character and the strictest p
rity. How can men thus employed be eaid to be employ-
ed against the Treasury of the. United States? In most
instances the only question is, who among several claim-
ants shall receive o particular fund ¢

But, sir, I come down even to this very tribunal before
which Senator Corwin agreed to appear as counsel. He
was not the only member of Congress who appeared or
ugreed to appear there as counsel. And if there was
any thing improper in his connexion with it, was it not so
with other members of Congress? Mark you, I do not
allude to these facts by way of casting imputations upon
any of the gentlemen whom T shall name, but I do not
intend, sitting here in this hall, to permit a false impres-
sion to go before this country, or that Mr. Corwin, who isa
distinguished Jawyer, shall be made a scape goat of by
any gentleman upon this floor. Mark you, that the whole
charge sustainad is, that Mr. Corwin, while a Senator, was
employed by Dr. Gardiner to represent his claim as one
amongst other lawyers before the Board of Commissioners.
For the testimony is conglusiye that, perhaps, knowing
the statute of 1789, which I haye read, if from no other
consideration, he disconnected himself from that relation
before hie nssumed the position of Secretary of the Trea-
sury.

But the gentleman from Obio (Mr, OLps) says that the
transfer of his interest was all a farce. Well, if so, the
issue is between him and his committee. They do not
report that it was a farce. The witnesses are unimpeach-
od, and they swear that it was an unconditional transfer of
all Lis interest in the claim. I am bound, therefore, so
to consider it. Well, then, sir, was Mr. Corwin the only
distinguished Senator who appeared as counsel before
that commission? 1 have not seen the docket, but 1
speak from information which has been communicated to
me, and which I have no doubt is correct. I am inform-
ed that the honorable Senator from Missouri (Colonel
Bestox) appeared in n case there. 1 am informed that
the honorabie Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Souvue) np-
peared in a onse there. I ieve that the honorable
Daniel Webster appeared as 1 there in two cases.
The honorable Mr. Bricur, a Senator from Indiana, ap-
peared there also in four cases, as | am informed. Whe-
ther those gentlemen appesred for fee or reward I do not
kuow. I come now to this House; and mark me again
that 1 do not intend to cast any imputation upon any gen-
tleman, because I do not consider myself that there was
| any wrong in it. There was na law against it, and it had
| been the custom of the countryfrom the bheginniog rur
' mon holding such positions to aet jn such capacity. DBut
I am informed that the honorable Mr. Howarp, of Texas,
| appeared before that Commission in behslf of some claim-
ants. The honorable Mr., Ewivg, of Tenuessee, who
was then, but not now, a member of this House, appear-
ed there ns counsel, or represented some party as I am
told. The hooorable Mr. Puxrrs, of this House, did the
same thing. I

Mr. Pusrrs. The gentleman from Georgia is mistaken
in relation to that matter.

Mr, Srernexs. Well, sir, T shall be glad to be correct-
ed. 1 only speak from information received from others,
us I Liave stated.

Mr. Pusrrs. Permit me, then, to make a brief state-
ment. When the Mexican commission assembled, one of
my constituents banded me his memorial, with the request
tuat I would send it to the commission, with the proofs
sccompanying it. I did so send it. My constituent then
desired me to appear before the commission, if necessary,
and attend to the case. Action was had upon the case,
but | never appeared before the commission. I only in.
quired of one of the commissioners what nction had been
hag upon it. I received no compensation for it what-
ever. [ attended to the business ne I would attend to

| any other business of my constituents. But I did notap-
pear as counsel in the case.

Mr. Jonuxwox, of Tennessce. | wish to ask the gentle-
man from Missouri this question: Did you ever receive
any compensation for your actign before this commission ?

Mr, Puerrs. I did not appear before that board at all,
, nal; did I receive any compensation for filing the memo-
rial. »

Mr. Howamp. As the tleman from Georgia has
mentioned my name in this connexion, I desire to state
that two constituents of mine sent cases to me which I

| filed before the board. I presented them, however, with-
out having exacted or received any com tion.
| Mr. Sterneys. Then I understand the gentleman from
| Texaus did appear before the board, but received no com-
pensation for it.

Mr. Howarp. I will state that I received petitions and
pupers made out, some of which I corrected, and one pe-

an
| nuthority conferred on the committee, nor does it laui | tition [ redrafted, signed them as counsel, and presented
! tle- | them before the board, but I never received any compen-

1 have never charged or receiv-

the Departments,
While I am up, however, [ will state that I do not my-
self consider an unnnoe before such a board as any-
thing improper in itself. I agreed to this report, how-
ever, beenuse I think it is better for the representatives
and the country that members of Congress should not ap-
pear before such commissions, and not because I consid-
ered such an appearance as anything improper in itself.
1 shall take oceasion to state my reasons for this opinion
hefote the debate closes.
. Mr. Srernexs,  What [ was Informed then is true, that
these gentlemen did ot ng counsel before this board. Mr.
Purrrs did not appear before the board in person, because
bit was not nnmug; but, as the papers presented by

them were for constituents, they did not charge or receive
any compensation for their services. Oun that point, as 1
stated, T was not informed us to either or any of the gen-
tlomen named by me.

Mr. Puxrrs. T did not appear before the Board at all.
I merely hunded in the papers.

Mr. vieys, The gentleman did not appear, be.
enuse it wns not necessary. | presume there is no ques.
tion that neither of these gentlemen received any compen-
sation for their services. But the gentleman from Texns
very correotly states, in my opinion, that it was nothing
unusual or im in members of Congress in appear-

hefore such a board as eounsel for compensation,
. Braxton, of Tennessce. Will the gentleman allow
me to make a statement ?

Mr. Sreruens.  Be brief.
Mr. Braxrox. 1 do not know whothnrbeura:" g:lndm
from Gleorgin has -ouayr-h & oom-
Mﬂn&hﬂ“w ere, in one onse fur o
oonstituent of mine, who employed me ng his counsel, snd
me forit. 1 drew his and ted it
mntlnbuﬂl. 1 did not think the commission allow-
he was entitled to, but he paid

" me in mmmwmwm
Mr. Sreruexs. I did not have t tlemnn’s name ;
and it is very poasible other mem of Congress appear-

ed about whom I have no
will state further, Mr. Speaker, that

| ter and case referred to that committee. But I wish to

1
1 have attended to business for my constituents and others,
a thousand times, and never received a cent for my ser-

su;tnm, and which have been commented on in the
1] .
Now, Mr. Speaker, these facts are, that My, Corwin,

judieato claims against Mexico in bebalf of Gardiner, a | been
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is the only De
hibited from holding such s relationship.
Department there is no law against either the head of it
or uny subordinate being interested in a claim, or prose-
cuting & claim pending before the treasury. In theState
Department there is no such prohibition, or in any ether
Department. Here, and in this connexion, I beg to eall
the attention of the House to the investigntion w! was
had in 1837, before the memorable committee of Mr. Wige.
You recollect, rarhlp!- that amongst other charges of
impropriety preferred by Mr. Wise, was, that the heads
of some of the -D:Eurtmemu were speculating in the pub-
lie lands, and with having interest in and with prosecu-

General Jackson, and of the party'then in power, of which
he was emphatically the head, was, that there was no law
against it, and that if the head of any of the D:Eu.rtmenu,
except the Treasury, or any of the officers of the Govern-
ment, had n elaim against the Government, or was dis-
posed to invest his mn:]v] in gpeculating in the public
lands, that it was no well-grounded charge agaiust the
1ntegrit{eof such oficer. 1 have the report of that com-
mittee before me, with the remarks of Mr. Wise upon it.
These papers, I think, fully sustain this position.

The Beeretary of State was charged at that time with
being largely interested in a land company in the State
of Alabama. Witnesses were put upon the stand, and
questioned as to that fact. The question was so modified
and restricted as to make the witness answer whether the
Secretary of State had been interested in any land specu-
Intions *¥ contrary to law.” There was no law against it,
and the question was not permitted to be propounded
touching the matter without this modification. The in-
ference was clear that he was, or if he was, that it washis
K‘;l right to be, so interested.

ell, sir, with this distinot allegation asto the Secretary
of State, what said General Jackson to this committee? < If
you are able to point to any case where there is the slight-
est reason to suspect corruption or abuse of trust, no ob-
stacle which I can remove shall be interposed to prevent
the fullest serutiny by all legal means.'” This he said to
Mr. Wise, He had ified the speculations of the Secre-
tary of State in public lands, But that was no case of
“ gorruption and abuse,” in the opinion of Gen. Juckson,
beocause it was not against any law,

General Jackson held that there was no corruption in
the charge, if true, because there was no law against it:
and his friends in this House on the committee would not
allow the question Lo be put.

And I say, sir, you must first define crime before you go
hunting eriminals.  You must first proclaim by law what
is wrong, and what you intend to hold up to public odium,
beforesyou can hold Mr. Corwin, or Mr. any body else, up
as n public malefactor for breaking your law. Your law
must first be made and published. Where thereis no law
there is no transgression. Therefore you cannot right-
fully charge the Seeretary of the Treasury, as a Senator
of the United States, with being ** improperly” employed
as counsel before the Board of Mexican Commissioners,
which is the issue in this matter, until you declare by law
that a Senator shall not be so employed, and until be then
shall have rendered himself obnoxious to the provisions of
your law., When all this takes place his conduct will full
within the range of those acts which are called ¢ mala
prohibita,”” and not even then within that ¢lass denominat-
ed ** mala in se,” unless there be positive corruption.

But, sir, there is another matter brought into this dis-
cussion, to which I beg the indulgence of the House for a
short reference.

The investigations of Mr. Wise's committee were con-
neoted with other matters besides speculations in land,
and one of which has been alluded to in this debate. It
was freely admitted by the then Secretary of State, Mr,
Forsyth, that he had been employed as uttorney, and was
so employed while Secretary of State, to prosecute sgainst
the Government what is well known as the Galphin claim.
Gieneral Jackson knew, and the country knew, that Mr.
Forsyth admitted this. It was not denied. He was Sec-
retary of State, and admitted the fact before the commit-
tee.  Here is his evidence. Yet no one censured Mr.
Forsyth ; and no one then dared to impugn his honor for
it. That then and now stands abave reproach, because it
was his legal right to do so. The Secretary of the Trea-
sury was by the law of 1789 prohibited from prosecuting
or becoming interested in claims against the Government.
But, as 1 have said, there is no law prolibiting this in
thehieads of the other Departments. Now, I beg the in-
dulgence of the House, by way of digression, to allude
somewhat io this ¢claim, which others have asgociated with

* Gardinerism,"” as they eall it. I addressed a former
House upon thd same suhject. Dul there are many here
who, I doubt not, know but little of its merits. The gen-
tleman from Ohio, (Mr. OLps,) in his saoech, alludes to
“ Galphinism,” or *the Galphins.” He says that after
the decense of the lamepted Taylor, when Mr. Fillmore
entered this hall to take the oath of office, followed by the

from the galleries, ““there come the Galphins,” which
reached every part of the bail.

Well, sir, the gentlemsn may have heard suéh a mur-
mur, but I did not, and never heard of it until I saw it in
his speech.

Now, sir, I intend to say something on this Galphin
claim. Gentlemen may, if they choose, continue to cry
out Galphin fraud ; but they shall not do it without the
exposure which is due to truth, as well as right and jus-
tice.

Mr. Speaker, I am here to-day to defend that claim
against any one who may be bold enoogh to assail it. 1
hold myself ready to say and maintain that there was no
fraud in the Galphin elaim.
in & paper the other day ns ** the Galphin swindle.” Now,
Mr. ker, I ask this House to hear, not as partisans,
what I have to assert in vindieation of the truth in this
matter. I feel itmy duty to do it, in vindication of the
people whom I know, descendants of Galphin, and
men who under him bave received their just rifhu—-
rights which were long delayed at the door of public jus-
tice. Bome of these
(ieorgia, and some in the State of South Carolina—
as high-minded, honorable, and chivalrous men as ever
trod the face of the earth ; men who would scorn to take
a dollar from the Government that was not justly their due.
Some of these ies I know—and I will vindicate them,
and I will vindicate the truth of history, whenever the
or their conduct in this matter are assailed or
There was, sir, no fraud in the Galphin claim. In the
maintenance of what I say, I shall assert facts and nothing
but facts, which are uncontroverted in the past, and in-
controvertible for all time to come, And when Iam done,
I want tosee the man rise up here in the face of these facts,

deht.

These are the facts: In 7773, the Cherokee Indians and
the Creek Indians in the Btate of Georgin were indebted
to certain traders to a considerable amownt -of money.
They had nothing to pay it with. This was while Geor-
gin was a British colony. These Indians agreed to cede
to the Crown of Great Britain a certain amount of land,
two millione and a half of acres, or thereabouts—in con-
sideration of which Great Britain was to take the lands
and discharge their debts to these traders. The treaty was
made in 17?;. On the 24 May, 1775, a certificate. was
made out by commissioners a ted agcording to the
treaty, to George Galphin for £9,701 16s. 5d. The war
of the Revoluﬁm m‘b:nd'lbz'.'s. The ln;l‘ lv{wt
sold by Great , nor sht or any :
and 1:"‘1‘177 Georgia took of 1.:0 Isnds,  She
gave them ns bounty to the soldiers who would go and
occupy them, She used them in our national defence in
the war of the Revolution; and George Galphin, in that
day, did your country and the infant colony of Georgia
most essential service in preventing the Indians from mak-
ing inroads upon the defenceless inhabitants of that un-
protected frontier.

1 speak from history and the records of the connu'i—-
Galphin was true to the cause of his country and her
struggle for independence. And I state here, that the
only section of our State which was not at some period
of the war taken by the Dritish was where settlements
were made on those lands, in the county of Wilkes, There
the British flag has never waved since the declaration of
independence. Nny, more: a fort erected by these set-
tlers, bearing the name of Washington, on the site of
the t town of Washiagton—the name contin-
ued from that day to this—was the first place, ns 1 be-
lieve, en this whole continent, named in honor of the
Father of his Country. This, I say, | believe. I do not
state this as » historic fact, for there have been some
place o called at an earlier date; I think not, however ;
and, until the contrary be shown, 1 shall claim this honor
for my State, and the pesple of the county of my birth.

Baut to with my e. The Btate of Geor-
gin, in 17

to pay to any of those Indian claimants who were true to
the country the whele amount nwarded to them by the
commissioners under the treaty, and for which the
Innds were bound in and good faith, with interest
ut six per cent, Iphin was one of them. By
her net she nesamed debt of Galphin for £9,701 158,

bd., with interest at six per cent. per annum, Did not

ting claims against the Government. The position of | And who, sir, was Galp'hin? Hewas

Cabinet of General Taylor, Corwin heard the murmur|®

ntlemen reside in the State of | P

and say that there was fraud in the payment of that. just |}

, passed an act binding and obligating herself | fam.
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who stood by this countryin its darkest hour, I shall

iy oo, By the -t e o
ndship be ez, joyed
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his debt, which wa s £9,791 156s. 5d. in
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month or two after’; the venerable old man,

'3’1"..;." wi hﬁ-ﬂ: gl ey

[ er wit Ay . of

‘tration would be written n the mvbiood'o! &km

:

of the mostdis-
tinguished men ont the frontiers of your country; a
men who stood Ppatriots who won your liberties
and achieved the ce of your country. 1

state
further, that bis dou, ter was married to John Milledge,
uf%.mw‘mmm&auﬂm-d our State
;fi.lim:ai:y “tl:is city o_fm'ﬁ nnn" and we de not feel
onor ation e of
wuthuoomuudr::s arge Gadplin! And

allied with G Galpiiin! And
whoever wants the of this ummmm
in the blood of the Galphins, wants it written in thie blood
of some of the purest and noblest men who perilled: their
all for the rights and liberties of ' :
Now, sir, this claim was to the
of the State of Georgia in 1798 by his son, The commit-
tec to whom it was reforred reported in favor of it. And
it was erud tb several Legislatures after that up to
1826; but it was not , though almost every commit-
tee to whom it was ref reported in favor of it as a
jmd&e:xﬂﬁ : .~ Do you usk why it was not
kA ¢ ‘tell you’; in my on, simply- because
theéy did not' have ‘money. For the same reason, [
fear, thnt most of our States will fail to pay their debts,
mt&e question shall be between refusal and very high
on. * :
Well, why was it presented here? 1 will tell you. In
1700 the General Government passed what is known as
the assumption act. That is, the General Government
brought into a general acoount the contributions of each
State, either to the or the particular de-
fence of the common country during the common struggle
of the war for our national iudur.ndm . At this time
Galphin was dead, and Georgia had not paid this £9,791
15s. 5d. She had pledged herself to pay for the lands
she had taken possession of and disposed of, but she had
not paid the debt, and did not it into the nccount
on the settlement under the assumption act of 1790, The
settlement under the assumption act was thought for a
long time in Georgia to be a final settlement, and that she
could not go behind it. Well, in 1832, the State of Vir-
ginia came before Congress and presented claims to a
large amount under these circumstances: She stated that
Jjust before the war closed she had by law promised to ail
officers of a certain grade and class certain annuities for
life if they would enlist in the service of the United States
during the war. These men had never been called into
service before the termination of the Revolutionary war.
But they had enlisted, and claimed their pay according
to contract. Virginia resisted, and finally the courtscom-
pelled her to pay those claims; and the State then came
and asked Congress to the assumption act of
1700, or at least to pay these claims upon the principles
of that nct; because she said that her linbility to officers
was of the same nature as the advances for the particular
defence that she had made, and which had been brought
into the assumption mct of 1790. Congress, in 1882, as-
sumed the liability and paid it; and in do'ms that Con-
gress did right; because Virginia in 1700 did not know
that she was linble or would be liable for these claims.
You paid under that act nearly a million of do per-
baps more.
ow, then, the representatives of Galphin came and
asked the General Government to pay them £9,701 15s.
Od., with interest at six per cent. ; which was the liabi-
lity or debt of Georgia, incurred for the partioular defence
of that part of the common country not included in the
act of 1700, just as they did the Virginia claims, and
identically upon the same principles of equity, and jus-
tice, and right. In 1886 the Senate passed a_resolution
requesting the President of the United States (General
Jackson) to write to the Governor of Georgia to get all
the information in his possession upon the subject. In
January, 1837, General Jackson so wrote; and Governor
Schiley, of Georgia—a political friend of Gen. Jackson—
answered the inquiries soon after, and nmongst other
things said, ** that there is justly due to the heirs of George
Galphin the sum of nine thousand seven hundred-and ninety-
one pounds fiftern shillings and five pence sterling money of
Great Britain,” &e.; * and the only guestion now is, whether
Georgia or the United States ought to the money.” The
claim, like many others, remained for several years; but
in August, 1848, Congress passed a law refjuiring the Seo-
retary of the Treasury * to examine and ndjust” it, and
‘to pay the amount which may be found due to Milledge
Galphin, executor of George Galphin, out of any money
in.the Treasury not otherwise appropriated;” and in
smunna of that law the ﬂrhnlp.l and inlerest of that
ebt was paid. That, sir, 1s Galphinism | —its height, its
length, its breadth and depth. There it stands, in all its
naked deformity. Leok upon it, examinine it, scrutinize
it, amd tell me where is the ‘*swindle,” and who have
been the ‘ swindlers.” When the case was last presented
to Congress, whose hands was it put into? Into the
hands of George McDuffie, of South ('}lmliu. Who pre-
sented it? George McDuffie! Did he want to commit a
fraud against your Treasury ! Was he aswindler? It went
before a committee, and who constituted that committee?

1 saw this claim alluded tos Messrs. Ashley, Breese, Berrien, Westcott, and Webster.

They made a report to the Senate, and spread it before
the country in 1%7. 'l‘lu&;b:ll tht:. Senate. There
was no formidable opposi " LL] grounds upon
which it was presented and sustained were too clear, as [
believe, to be avoided. [Here was the nct of Georgia
obliging her to pa{ that debt—as solemn a debt as ever
mmlm"t:.“‘ l‘:u forputiouhr?rfnon, and wag
ut u; y the same groun assum [¥]
the Vrr.:;n':a claims, and no one could escape thepg:e of
the reasons,
In 1848 it was before the snme committee in the Senate.
The committes was composed of the same gentlemen who
constituted the former committee, with one or two exeep-
tions—a committee of uble and practical men. They re-
ported again in favor of it. Were they the * Galphins”
who perpetrated this monstrous fraud !  The distinguish-
ed Senator from Mich (Gen. Cass,) when Becretary
of War, said that there was no doubt but that the olaim
was just, and the only question was, which should pay it,
Gow';h or the United States. Was he one of the swind-
ers

Early in 1848 the bill came into this House, and was
laid upon your table. The report was printed, and the
case referred to o committee of this House. 1 have
fore me the names of that committee, and
honorable men, and unimpeachable.
men upon that committee (Mr. Petiit
his party, 1 see, to be a Senator from
Was he a swindler?  Did he think it was a great fraud 7
Was he trying to cheat the o? ls he one of those
with whose blood it is the of some to write the his-
tory of this Administration? Do
history of the Administration in the Llood of Gen, Ciss,
or Mr. Forsyth, or Governor Sckley, the blaod of the Ju-
dieiary Committee in the Senute, and in the blood of tho
Soos Teow Guiybade? T believe: (be gulirata
Are all these men t
from Ohio said that they, the ** Galphins,” were buried so
deep that the hand of resurrection would never raise them
up. But the Democracy in Indians, it seewns, hns im-
arted new life to one of them—has “ galvamized” him, ot
enst, by sending him tw the Senate.
I heard tleman inquire how this claim
through this House. [ say it passed this House
by the unanimons vote of every man in it, when any one
man's voloe could have prevented it. It stood its
own merits, No spesch was made in its behflf. ;thnd
no advoente but the plain, short, strong nrgument
committee. Their printed report lay upon your desk for
six months, It was taken up and acted upon at a time
when no bill could pass that did not receive the unani-
mous rupport of every man in the House, Your
shows this fact. It in A 1848, Were allin
this House then Galphing? 1t was passed, and curried to
Mr. Polk for hix signatare. Did notheunderstand all about.
Galphin?  Was not Mr, Forsyth
he not prosecute it while Secrotary of State under Juckson *
Did not Mr, Wise then that this hin claim was
about §150,0007 Was not Mr. Polk, ns of this
gna;:tmtﬁnu, conversant with all these
to
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